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 APPLICATION FEE (DUE AT TIME OF FILING OF APPLICATION)

APPLICANT: Wﬁy‘lk)_, Aﬂ(ﬂ% e . PILE #'_Za?__j__‘ A=
RESIDENTIAL: ($50.00 ) COMMERCIAL: $150.00

.(,, ,’ 7. X ) ‘ ‘. - ,
APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE FEE . « « = + o o o ¢« « « « « $ 5608 7“9“’5

% * . % * * : ' /

ESCROW DEPOSIT FOR CONSULTANT FEES . . . . . « . . . . $_A50.00 /1516

DISBURSEMENTS -

STENOGRAPHER CHARGES:

PRELIMINARY MEETING - PER PAGE 5 2?/51}"’/%‘” . o $ 2760

2ND PRELIM. MEETING - PER PAGEX. oo ... 8

3RD PRELIM. MEETING - PER PAGE:. e e e e e o8 ,
P;jqz -PUBLIC HEARING - PER PAGE ff Coomn $ 130,50

TAL « .« « « « .« § [515 0

ATTORNEY 'S FEES:

PRELIM. MEETING- .3 HRS. . . + . . . . . . .8
ERB—PRELIM.JH, _.( HRS. .. . . . . .d ... 8%
3RD PRELIM. HRS: « o v o o o v o « o $
FORMAL DECISION il HRS. . . + « « + o « . . §

TOTAL HRS. o?,é @ $ 160,00 60 PER HR. $_375.60

TOTAL . . . . . . $ 315 9

MISC. CHARGES:

TOTAL « « . < . .

LESS ESCROW DEPOSIT . . .
(ADDL. CHARGES DUE) . . .
' REFUND TO APPLICANT DUE .




NEW WINDSOR ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

———————————————————————————————————————— x
In the Matter of the Application of
DECISION DENYING
ANDRE MORIN, AREA VARIANCE
#92-7. v
/} l
———————————————————————————————————————— x

WHEREAS, ANDRE MORIN, residing at 643 Route 9W, Newburgh,
‘New York 12550, has made application before the Zoning Board of
Appeals for a 35 ft. variance from the required street frontage
in order to create a buildable lot on the south side of Hickory
Avenue in Beaver Dam Lake in an R-4 zone; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on the 13th day of aApril,
1992 before the Zoning Board of Appeals at the Town Hall, New
Windsor, New York; and

WHEREAS, the applicant, ANDRE MORIN, appeared on behalf of
himself and spoke in support of the application; and

WHEREAS, the public hearing was attended by a number of
spectators who spoke in connection with the application, to wit,
Mary Ann Buscemi, who owns a parcel of property immediately
adjacent to the applicant's lot and who was opposed to the
application on the grounds that the existing drainage in the area
is very poor and water backs up both on the subject lot and onto
her lot, and that the drainage problem has worstened by a stream
that crosses the subject lot and that despite her complaints to
the Town of New Windsor over the years, the drainage problems
have never been fixed; Steve Leyden, who lives on:Hickory Avenue
and who opposed the application on the grounds that the subject
parcel was originally laid out as three separate lots and he
would like to see it developed in that manner rather than as one
lot with a variance for inadequate street frontage from Hickory
Avenue; Larry Rossini, who resides on Hickory Avenue and who was
opposed upon the grounds that the subject property contains two
ponds which are shown on United States Geological Surveys and one
of said ponds is located within the area of the proposed driveway
on the subject lot, and that the drainage problems in the area
preclude development in the manner proposed by the applicant, and
that granting a variance to this applicant would alter the
essential character of the neighborhood since there are no other
flag lots in the.neighborhood, and that the alternative solution
of building a road for a distance of some 600 ft., in order to
allow development of three lots on the subject parcel, is an
economic solution which conforms to the original layout of the
lots in the area, in that the development of these lots should be
consistent with the original plan, and that the water problems in
flooding in the area would be aggravated by the approval of this
variance, and that another house in the area is being constructed
in accordance with the original plan on what was shown as a
proposed street; Terri Eggers, who resides on Chestnut Avenue,
who was opposed to the application; Rich Sarnowski, who resides



on Oak Drive, and submitted pictures of the area on which the
proposed access road to the subject lot would be located which
showed that area as being under water and therefore opposed the
instant application; Ralph Rossini, who owns the property
adjacent to the subject parcel and who was opposed to the
variance; Kathleen Rossini, who lives on Hickory Avenue, and was
opposed to the variance and believed that the applicant should
build with access off Willow Avenue; Donna Leyden, who lives on
Hickory Avenue, and who opposed the variance; April Gise, who
lives on Hickory Avenue, and opposes the variance; James Loniar,
who lives on Hickory Avenue, and was also opposed to the
variance; Yolanda Rossini, who lives adjacent to the subject
parcel, and who also opposes the variance; and Victor Wieber,
lives on Maple Avenue, who was concerned about the location of
the proposed road; and

WHEREAS, the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New
Windsor makes the following findings in this matter:

1. The notice of public hearing was duly sent to residences
and businesses as prescribed by law and published in The
Sentinel, also as required by law.

2. The evidence shows that the applicant is seekihg
permission to vary the provisions of the bulk regulations
pertaining to required street frontage in order to create a
buildable lot (tax lot 63-1-1.2) in R-4 zone.

3. The evidence presented by the applicant substantiated
the fact that a variance for less than the required street
frontage would be required in order to allow the subject lot to
become a buildable lot, since the available street frontage from
Hickory Avenue is only 25 ft., being deficient in street frontage
by 35 ft., where 60 ft. of street frontage is required, and which
would otherwise conform to the bulk regulations in the R-4 zone.

4. It appeared from the evidence presented by the applicant
that the subject premises, although consisting of only a single
tax lot, was originally shown on a subdivision map as 13
separate, 25 ft. wide lots.

5. It also appeared from evidence presented at the public
hearing that 12 of these lots were intended to be utilized as
three separate building lots, to wit, 4 lots, each with a width
of 25 ft., would be combined into a single building lot which
therefore would have dimensions of 100 ft. in width and varying
in depth from 250 to 265 ft. in depth, and the 13th lot of 25 ft.
in width, which extends from the center lot to Hickory Avenue,
would constltute a flag.

6. It also appeared from evidence presented at the public
hearing that in order to develop the said three lots in this
fashion, it would be necessary to construct approximately 300 ft.
of road to reach the nearest lot as well as the additional 300
ft. of road in order to pull out road access to all three lots,

making the total length of road to be constructed by the property
owner, some 600 ft.



7. It further appeared from evidence presented at the
public hearing that the applicant believed that construction of
such a road would cost in the neighborhood of $6,000.

8. Instead of proceeding in this fashion and seeking to
utilize all three lots, the applicant instead submitted the
instant application for a variance which intends to develop only
a single lot which would have access to Hickory Avenue over the
25 ft. flag.

9. The applicant indicated that he chose this alternative
since the construction of the 600 ft. of road would be expensive
and also would develop two paper streets, which are shown on the
subdivision map but which have never been constructed, i.e.
Sycamore Drive and Willow Lane.

10. At the public hearing the applicant offered to condition
any variance which might be granted upon the property being used
only for one single-family residence as long as the town does not
accept Willow Lane or Willow Avenue as the town street; and the
applicant further offered a deed restriction to this effect.

11. The evidence presented by the applicant further
indicated that he had purchased the subject lot in 1982 and that
he did not wish to improve or upgrade the paper streets which
would be required in order for him to develop three lots on this
parcel.

12. The public hearing was also attended by Michael Babcock,
the Building Inspector of the Town of New Windsor, who indicated
that the applicant could build on three lots within this parcel
if he received the requisite approval and 1f the necessary
streets were approved to town specifications.

13. The applicant further indicated that he had approached
the owner of a lot which is adjacent to the 25 ft. flag to
Hickory Avenue who had refused to sell any additional land to him
in order to obviate the need for the instant variance
application. The applicant did not ingquire of the other adjacent
owner on Hickory Avenue but said owner, a Mr. Ralph Rossini,
appeared at the public hearing and was opposed to the variance
application, although he did not wish to make a statement
concerning the sale of any land to the applicant.

14. The findings made by this Board and this Board's
decision is predicated upon former Section 267 of the Town Law of
the State of New York, as it was in effect prior to July 1, 1992,
since the public hearing in this matter was conducted on 2April
13, 1992.

15. It became evident at the public hearing that the
applicant had failed to present adequate proof of significant
economic injury from the application of the Zoning Local Law to
his land. Specifically, it appeared that the applicant was
seeking a variance from this Board because he possessed
inadequate street frontage, although the lot far exceeded all
other bulk requirements by a substantial margin. It also
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appeared that the applicant, instead of pursuing the instant
variance application, could have pursued construction on three
separate lots, and it appeared that it would cost some $6,000 in
order to develop the necessary roads to service said three lots.
In addition, many of the members of the public who spoke against
the instant variance application were very much in support of
development of three lots on this parcel, as apparently was the
original plan. Since it does not appear that development of the
necessary roads at a cost of approximately $6,000, is unduly
burdensome to the applicant, who would then have three buildable
lots, rather than one very large buildable lot, it appears that
such development, without a variance is economically wiable. The
three lots in question would seemingly generate a considerable
return to the applicant on his investment in developing the
necessary roads. In addition this appears to be a economically
viable solution to the applicant's problem, other than the
variance procedure. Given this evidence received at the public
hearing; this Board cannot find that the applicant has made a
showing of significant economic injury from the application of
the Zoning Local Law to his land.

16. It is the further finding of this Board that all of the
above factors concerning the development of this lot, to wit, the
inadequate street frontage on Hickory Avenue, the existence of
the paper streets, and the possibility of developing three
separate lots from this parcel if the paper streets were
constructed, were known to the applicant when he purchased this
lot in 1982, given the availlability of this information to the
applicant, he chose to proceed and purchased the lot for a
valuable consideration. Since the applicable bulk regulations
have not changed subsequent to the applicant's purchase of the
subject lot, it does not appear that the applicant can
successfully make a claim of significant economic injury from the

‘application of the Zoning Local Law to his land. The applicant

has elected to seek a variance from this Board rather than expend
the funds necessary to develop the paper streets and develop
three lots from this property, in accordance with the original
plan therefor. Consequently, the applicant's choice to proceed
in a manner which is less expensive to him does not warrant the
finding of significant economic injury from the application of
the Zoning Local Law to the applicant's land in this instance.

17. The applicant has failed to make a showing of practical
dlfflculty entltllng him to the granting of the requested area
variance.

18. It appears that there is another feasible method

~available to the applicant which can produce the necessary

results other than the variance procedure but the applicant has
elected not to pursue this alternative remedy, i.e. construction
of roads along the paper streets and development of three lots
from this parcel, and has failed to present adequate evidence to
this Board that this is not an economically viable alternative.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT

RESOLVED, that the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of



” - re ntage variance in. order’ to
eate:d’ bulldabl flot, in- acdordance .with plans filed. w1th the
td“ bInspector and presented at the‘publlc hearlng.v

BE IT FURTHER,

: RESOLVED, that the Secretary of the Zonlng Board of Appealsl
. of the Town- of Néw Windsor. ‘transmit a copy of this. declslon to
%‘_the Town clerk Town Plannlng Board and appllcant.rwﬁ

dDated-' September 14, 1992 *,;fﬁ

| (ZBA DISK$§-091492.FD)
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MR. FENWICK: Request for 35 ft. street frontage in
order to create buildable lot on the south side of
Hickory Avenue in Beaver Dam Lane in R-4 zone.
(63-1-1.2).

Mr. Andre‘Morin came before the Board.

.MR. LUCIA: Your deed and title policy show covenants

and restrictions that are not spelled out in detail.
Are you aware of any covenants and restrictions
affecting your property which would prevent building a
house on this lot if the Zoning Board of Appeals votes
to grant your various tonight?

MR. MORIN: 'I’m not aware.

‘MR. LUCIA: I think Mr. Morin was here for a

preliminary when we did not have a quorum so the first
thing we should do is adopt the motion to set him up
for a public hearing and then proceed to conduct that
public hearing.

MR. NUGENT: That’s the one that had the little narrow.
front? :

MR. LUCIA: The flag lot with blg back yard only. Only
25 feet of road frontage.

MR. TORLEY: I’m looking at the map now.

MR. FENWICK: Just to proceed on I’ll entertain a
motion for setting him up for a public hearing just
making this, it’s just a formality.

MR. TORLEY: I move we set him up for a public hearing.

MR. TANNER: I’l]l second it.

ROLL CALL

MR. TORLEY AYE
MR. FENWICK AYE
MR. NUGENT AYE
MR. TANNER ‘ AYE

MR. TORLEY: This meets the requirements for notice?
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"MR. MORIN: Well, that’s really'thé only access except
‘through Willow. I have to put a town street which

would probably be at least 600 feet somewhere near 600
feet. o

MR. LUCIA: Do you have a right-of-way over that full

600 feet to get to Willow, is that a feasible way of
getting out there? o ,

" MR. MORIN: There’s a road right through.
MR. LUCIA: Not a paper street?

MR. MORIN: Yeah, it’s the paper street.

MR. LUCIA: But it’s not appréved, this road?

 MR. MORIN: There’s a small road down through from--

MR. TORLEY: What street‘aré you standing on when
you’re taking this?

MR. BABCOCK: Hickory.

 MR. MQRIN: This is about dead center looking down.
This would be the one from this angle.

MR. FENWiCK;' That road that I could see on that one

drawing, is that the driveway?

MR. . BABCOCK: There’s a road that goes down Willow that

goes to a pumphouse in the back, it’s a driveway that

goes to a water pumphouse.

MR. LUCIA: Could you estimate what it might cost you
to improve that road down Willow to get in and out of
your property that way? Are we talking a substantial
expense? , '

MR. MORIN: Bring it to town, probably $6,000.

MR. TORLEY: If you were hot permitted to build that as
a private road or driveway across that paper street.

MR. FENWICK: Right-of-way right now.
MR. BABCOCK: It’s town right-of-way.

MR. LUCIA: If you were to spend that $6,000
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‘ »app*oxlmately to use that as access to your lot, plus
" whatever it is you paid for this lot, would the lot as

it sits be economically useful or would that be a value

‘a total value in excess of what the lot is worth?

MR.fMORIN:"Much more than what it is worth.

' MR. LUCIA: If this board grahtslyou a variance, to
- access your lot over the 25 foot strip, consxderlng
. 'what you paid for the lot, would the lot then be

economlcally worthwhile for you?

MR. MORIN: Yes.

MRfPLUCIA; What use does the property have now without
a variance? C

- MR. MORIN: It’s just vacant right now.
MR. LUCIA: And is unbuildable?

'MR. MORIN: Right.

MR. LUCIA: So the value would mainly be to a nelghbor
at that p01nt who wanted to expand thelr yard?

MR. MORIN: Right.

‘MR. FENWICK: Is this unique or are there other flag

lots like this there or do .you have the only one that
you know of? , ‘

MR. MORIN: That’s the only one in that area, I think.

MR. FENWICK: Basically if they were to build on the
paper streets you’d have a corner lot then.

MR. MORIN: Right.

- MR.. FENWICK: A substantial corner lot.

MR. NUGENT: How big is the lot total?

MR. FENWICK: ;300vby 255, 260, 250 at one end to 265 at
the other with 250 frontage on Sycamore and 300 plus on
the other paper road. 1It’s a big lot. Any other =
questions from the members of the board, any comments?
I’11 open it up to the public. Try‘to be'brief,'stand
give your name, your address and if you. are not first
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and you are second, listen to what the response was for
the first person so we’re not repeating what’s gOLng
on.

. MARYANN BUSCEMI: I‘'m the house to the, that’s got

the driveway next to the property. RD 4 Box 268B
Hickory Avenue, New Windsor.

MR. LUCIA: Adjacent to this property?.

MRS. BUSCEMI: Yes, my driveway is right next to his.
There’s big drainage problems in this piece of
property. 1It’s been considered wetlands by the town
for years. When that property, piece of property fills
up in the rain and the snow and drainage coming from
behind all the other houses on the road, it backs up
into my property, causing my property--I can’t use it.
It takes weeks to dry. I also have a stream on the
piece of property. If he was up there and took
pictures I think the other night was it you, did you
see that stick up in my, in the driveway, that’s your
property, that’s a stream and we’ve had to dig a swale
to keep the water from coming down and into our
driveway and into our garage. We’ve had to, we have to
keep that opened constantly. It’s an emotioal, it’s
wetland, I mean to do anything to the--I’d like to know
where you are going to put the water? 1I’ve come to the
Town Board for many years and questioned them on it,
asked their help. I’ve had John Petro, I’ve had Bill
Larkin, I’ve had Gorge Green, I‘ve had all the
superintendents out there all to check it over. There
is a culvert pipe on the dirt road back there that the
Water Department uses. When that gets clogged by the
children, it backs up and the water has no place else
to go but onto my back yard. No matter what I plant
back there dies. 1It’s a great economic loss, my whole
back yard is because of this piece of property and all
the drainage that it causes and I’ve begged to have it
fixed. 1I’ve had the town in there on several
occasions. And what would you do with it, where would
you know, how would you repair that to stop the damage
to my property and where do I recover for all the
damage that’s been done to my property over the years?

MR. MORIN: I don’t know where the waters coming fronm,
I mean I didn’t--

MRS. BUSCEMI: I wish you had stopped the night you
were up there taking the pictures but that stick
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there-- ‘ : .

MR. MORIN: If there’s a driveway and drainage problem

there’d have to be a ditch alongside to carry the
water. ' ‘ - ‘

'MRS. BUSCEMI: It’s a total disaster, you’d have to

pipe it somewhere, I mean the whole property is wetland
out there. ' : '

MR. LUCIA: Are you opposed to this application?

MRS. BUSCEMI: Yes, I amn.

STEVE LIADEN: We are Box 268 Hickory Avenue, we’re not
next to the Buscemi’s, we have a copy of the building
lot Mr. and it appears as though from the survey maybe
this is from the original the way the zoning has been
laid out, but it appears as though even though
currently it’s one lot, it looks like from the diagran
I think I have the same one as you, it appears as
though it’s really three lots where there’s intent to
build three lots here.

MR. FENWICK: That was one of the questions we’ve asked
the applicant that it not be that way.

MR. LIADEN: I understand and again you can tell me
better than I could but the 25 foot width for a quote
unquote private driveway, if there was more than one
house, would not meet code, am I correct?

MR. FENWICK: That'’s correct.

MR. LIADEN: Also another question that I have does
Andre have the intent to build the homes facing the
backs of our yards?

MR. FENWICK: Supposed to be one home.

MR. LIADEN; I’m sorry, one home or are you, do you
plan on facing Willow or what? Even though I don’t
think it’s code, I think generally it’s frowned upon by
the town to have one house built behind the other ‘
facing the back yard of another.

MR. MORIN: It would probably be built sideways right

now I think it would be facing towards Willow so when I

came back'I would makg a right-hand turn, I’4d be facing
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' MR. LIADEN: Because I think from what I had seen of

where the house is drawn currently, the'house per se is
drawn in such a way that it is, it effectively fits

‘right in the middle of one of the thirds of the three
" pieces in, other words it looks like from the way it’s

shown on the drawing that there’s plans whether it be
short term of long term whether it be approved now or
approved by another variance five to ten years from
now, looks like there’s intent to build more than one
home there and economically it’s probably the way to

- go.

MR. FENWICK: Right now the way it’s been addressed to
you is the only thing we can look at. If there’s going
to be one home, the access is going to be the 25 foot
driveway and -there’s no other way for it to be anything
else but that. If it were in fact to be two streets,
there, Sycamore Drive and Willow Avenue, as a matter of

fact if they were town roads, he won’t be in there and
. there’d be three houses in back there, with nothing,

with no variances, with nothing. There’d be no way at
all we can probably stop him from doing that. The way
that we have the application in front of us right now,
he’s going to build one house on let’s say three lots
which will be contiguous lots and it becomes 300 by
approximately 250 foot lot with one house on it.
There’s nothing else that we can act on in the future

' or anything else, I mean that’s what we have to look

at.

MR. LIADEN: I understand. And just one other minor
point and I don’t know if this has bearing or not but

‘Larry Rossini can give you some more details. There’s

a pond on the property and I understand that the pond
is actually shown on geological maps that might effect,
may have bearing on building on the pond or near the
pond physically and I understand that might be a
federal issue even more so outside the town so that
might be something to discuss also. Thank you.

MR. LUCIA: I think the public was unaware Mr. Morin
was here for preliminary hearing and at that point he
offered to build only one house on this lot, is that
correct? ' ‘

MR. MORIN: Correct.
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MR. LUCIA: You had no objectlon should the board grant
you a variance of conditioning that variance on there
being only one single family dwelling placed on this
property, is that correct?

MR. MORIN: Correct.

MR. LUCIA: The variance is conditioned on it if he
wants to change that he loses the variance so the only
foreseeable way around it is if Willow ultimately
becomes a real street, then he doesn’t need the various
anymore so theoretically if the conditions in the area
change such as to eliminate the need for the variance
then the condition I guess would die with the variance
so I don’t think anybody is going to sit here and say
forever and ever from now until the end of the world
there will never be more than one house. If conditions
such as the street change then he probably is entltled
to different relief.

MR. BABCOCK: If Willow Road was to be built to the end
of the subdivision, he would be able to qualify for
three building lots.

MR. LIADEN: That’s correct. If it was built from
Willow no problem. I’m sorry, I am opposed at least at
this point in time.

LARRY ROSSINI: I live on Hickory Avenue. I’d just
like to point out a few things for the board’s
etification. The documents that I obtained from the
Town Hall which are probably the same ones you have or
they should be the same ones you have, show three

‘building lots on them. And I heard a little bit of

discussion about substandard lots, non-conforming lots.
In reality, are there not three building lots on this
parcel? The parcel is considered one parcel of land
and one lot and the 25 foot strip of land that you see
mapped out here are the old lots that date back to 1936
in the original subdivision of the area. When the
zoning ordinance went into effect, in 1965, I believe,
Section 48-26B deals with non-conforming lots that are
contiguous in effect these lots facing Willow Avenue
are non-conforming lots individually and they’re
contiguous and according to the section I mentioned,
would require a new subdivision in order to make this
three building lots. So I think that needs to be
noted. Additionally, a statement was made tonight that.
it is 600 feet from Willow Avenue from where the
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pavement ends. In reality it’s 300 feet to the corner
of this property to where the pavement ends on Willow
Avenue. ‘

MR. MORIN: I have to continue, I have frontage so I
have to continue it passed my property.

MR. ROSSINI: You have to have 600 feet of frontage.

MR. BABCOCK: We’ve demonstrated to him say that if he
wants to build these, if he wants to have this looking
like a subdivision three lots, he would have to build
it to the end of his property which is approximately
600 feet of road and 600 feet of sewer line.

MR. ROSSINI: Now, the town there’s an option here that
perhaps you haven’t explored fully and the town has set
the precedent in the past by allowing on right-of-ways
of this nature the construction of a private road.

Even though these were all mapped out right-of-ways,
the town matter of fact in the Beaver Dam area, allowed
such a private road to be constructed off of Maple
Avenue, I believe it is.

MR. BABCOCK: Linden.

MR. ROSSINI: Linden, they allowed Linden Avenue to be
continued as a private road in the not-too-distant past
to provide access to lots similar situation as this. I
think that that perhaps is something that would be a
better alternative than to explore or than to approve
the 25 foot driveway from Hickory Avenue. Mrs. Buscemni
is very correct in the fact that there’s a water
problem in here and this particular piece of land has
two ponds on it that show on the US geological survey
maps almost dead center in the middle area is the large
pond and covering a good part of the driveway that he
is proposing as well as the adjacent parts of the
adjacent properties there’s a smaller pond. This area:
acts as a collection point basically for quite an
extensive area extending from Vascello Road, Chestnut
Avenue, Sycamore Drive it all directs down through
Hickory Avenue and down into this property from there
it goes down, crosses over and eventually down across
Shore Drive into the lake. Any construction on this
property that is going to effect the area downstreanm
which has been prone to significant flooding in the
past of several of the homes down there. I personally
am not opposed to seeing homes built on this property.
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I think there are, judging by the current use that'’s
occurring on the property today with the vandalism and
the fires and dirtbikes that are occurring in there,
I’'d sooner welcome homes in there than what we see
going on today. However, I think that it is in the
best interest of the town and best interest of the
neighborhood to build these homes according to what was
originally mapped out to service them for a road and
that’s Willow Avenue. Now whether Willow Avenue gets
built as a public street or a private road at this

~'point to me is irrelevant. The fact of the matter is
" it should be accessed from Willow and not through a 25

foot private driveway. Now this plan has come up
several times in the past. I believe this gentlemen
presented this to the town once before showing three
buildings going into this same piece of property.
Previous owner also submitted it to the town and you

"know the intent is there that eventually three homes

are going to be built. So what I would, my feeling is
if you are going to build them, build them right, build
the proper access and it certainly is economical to
build at least a private road along Willow to provide
access to three building lots instead of one.
Additionally, while the board may not be aware of I’m
not sure Mr. Morin is aware of the adjacent property

‘"owner is preparing his property for building, an

adjacent owner facing Willow is also preparing his
property for an additional building lot. He has a
large piece of land there, the house is off to one end
and he’s exactly adjacent to the area where Mr. Morin
is planning to build a home so now we’re going to end
up with a hodgepodge with one home facing Willow homes
being accessed from the opposite road. It’s really
poor planning. It should be done as a continuation of
Willow. As far as approaching the adjacent property
owners, I don’t know if he approached Mr. Buscemi about
additional land but I do know that he never approached
mny father, who happens to own the property next to his
driveway and it’s not that my father is willing to sell
him any property but the approach was never made or
never considered and there’s approximately 65 feet
between the driveway and my father’s home. But be that
as it may, I think there’s some inaccuracies that have
been presented here. Additionally the map that’s
presented is full of inaccuracies, it’s not the south

'side of Hickory Avenue, it’s the west side of Hickory

Avenue that we’re talking about. His plot plan, the
directions on the plot plan are turned approximately 90
degrees from the actual compass‘readings and the
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property owners that he has listed on here now or
formally of Yano (phonetic), Schilling and Rinaldi,
these people haven’t owned properties for years.

Matter of fact, Mr. Rinaldi was my grandfather and he
passed away in 1976 and he sold the adjacent property
in 1952, I believe it was so there’s a lot of
inaccuracies that have been presented here tonight, not
only on these plans but also verbally. Now I don’t
know what you saw in those pictures. We didn’t have
the liberty of seeing them. There’s a gentleman in the
audience here tonight that has pictures which show the
ponding, show the stream, show the area that’s prone to
flooding. I don’t know if that’s on your pictures or
not.

MR. FENWICK: Basically we weren'’t 1ook1ng for it so
we’re looking at woods here.

MR. MORIN: There s some of it in the one piece that
I took on the property out to 25 foot, you can see
where the water--

MR. ROSSINI: I can appreciate the practical
difficulties that the owner may have but again, you
also have to take into consideration the fact that the
property was purchased under those conditions and the
fact that the character of the neighborhood would be
altered by allowing a flag lot of this nature to be
built according to the proposal so again, I’m opposed
to the issuance of a variance on this.

MR. LUCIA: Mr. Rossini raises a number or points. Was
it 48-26B of the Zoning Ordinance you’re referring to?

MR. ROSSINI: 48-26B states that non-conforming lots
that are contiguous, I’m not sure of the exact wording
but the gist of it is non-conforming lots that are
contiguous have three years from the date of the
enactment of the Zoning Ordinance to either apply for
building permits or they become considered as one
single parcel.

MR. LUCIA: Does your copy show the date in the lower
corner of the page? '

MR. ROSSINI: The copy that I read was Mr. Babcock’s
book when I stopped in here on Friday.

MR. LUCIA: The reason I‘ask, I think you read the
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current one that refers to subdivisions approved by the
Planning Board. This subdivision long pre-dates
Planning Board’s of the Town of New Windsor.

MR. ROSSINI: I’m not going to debate the law with you

"but it’s on the books and these are not three building

lots, these are 12 building lots and 12 lots on a
subdivision map which each one of them individually is
non-conforming and I think it’s very clear and has been
substantiated in the past at least when I was in the

position with the town, I know these issues came up in

the past and it was held that these are non-conforming
lots as to width and bulk and that they were necessary
if they were to do the type of thing we’re looking at
here.

MR. BABCOCK: Your point is that it’s one lot.

MR. LUCIA: Do you understand that the applicant is

- conceding that it is one lot and is willing, if this

board grants him a variance, to have it conditioned
upon this property being used for no more than one
single family dwelling. If he has a right there, he’s
giving it up. - ‘

MR. ROSSINI: Well, if the condition is in the variance
then that’s not going to stop him from later on coming
in and asking for the right to build on the rest of the
parcel and I think the way he’s planning the location
of the house lends itself to that. However, if the
condition was placed as a restriction in the deed as
well as a condition of the variance, now your talking a
different item. Now, I’m not sure are you doing that
type of thing, put the restriction in the deed that
there shall never been more than one house on the
entire parcel?

MR. LUCIA: If Mr. Morin--

MR. ROSSINI: That would establish if Mr. Morin is
willing .to do that.

MR. LUCIA: That’s not relevant to this board. We
cannot force him to do or not do something with his
property separate from the variance. But rest assured
if it’s a condition of the variance, and he ever needs
that variance, he can’t do anything else with it. fYou‘
know the only way in answer to the young lady’s

questlon 1n the back before he'’s goxng ‘to get more than
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one house on: there is to complete Wlllow and to come in

3;fa dlfferent way. Then he’s no longer go;ng to need the

varlance for ‘access to the way he is now propOSLng

.~ MR. ROSSINI: But if the applicant has stated to you

that he is willing to put a condition on the variance
that he never build more than one house in there, then
it’s logical to conclude that he would also.- be willing
if his real intent was never to build more than one
house, it’s logical to conclude that the~appllcant
would be willing to place that as a deed restriction

‘also and shouldn’t have any objection if that’s indeed

his real intent. Now that’s, it’s a relevant issue.

MR. LUCIA: I‘m not saying it’s not relevant but this
board can’t require him to put a restriction on his
deed. You as a neighbor may like that as a better

~alternative but he’s only applying for a variance.

MR. . ROSSINI: Youlmay not be able to require him but he
certainly has the ablllty to offer that to establish

his intent.

MR. LUCIA: You’re welccme to ask him.

MR. RQSSINIé‘. Mr. Morin?

MR. MORIN: Right now, I plan on one. l don’t know, I
may not be there forever either so I don’t know, right

now I plan to put just one house, that’s it.

MR. ROSSINI: The questlon would you. be w1lllng to put

~a restriction in the deed to that entire parcel knowing

that no more than one house shall be built on it.

MR. MORIN: ,Unless they built a} if the town never
extends Willow, I never will extend Willow.

MR. ROSSiNI:‘\‘lhe town doesn’t build roads. '
MR. MORIN: If they never dc‘I‘never will.
MR. FENWICK: = How long heVew§oﬁ ownedrthis‘property?

MR. MORIN: Ten‘Years. When I did buy it, I came'in

‘and asked ‘and building inspector ‘then told me there’d

be no problem ‘to. do this.

MR. FENWICX:;_These.lines,afejthen at your on
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discretion? These are not approved subdivision lines?
MR. MORIN: They’re just on the survey map.

MR. BABCOCK: The application for the proposed building
lot that Mr. Morin filled out I sent this plan to the
board just for informational purposes. I didn’t mean,
I understand that Mr. Rossini is bringing it, I didn’t
do it for that purpose. I did for the layout of the 25
foot strip so you’d realize where it’s going from
Hickory to Willow. It’s an old map.

MR. LUCIA: That last exchange I just want to make sure
we have it clear for the record. Is Mr. Morin saying
that you are willing to put a deed restriction on
saying this property would only be used for one single

~family dwelling as long as the town does not accept

Willow Avenue as a town street?
MR. MORIN: Yes.
MR. LUCIA: You want to. take that further?

MR. ROSSINI: I think that’s a positive sign. I also
think that the location of the house has a bearing as
to the feelings of the neighbors and also should be
taken into consideration what’s going to happen on the
adjacent property again because the property is in the
process of being cleared and survey crew has been there
be working on that property and apparently there’s
intent to build in there facing Willow.

MR. LUCIA: Are you still opposed to the present
application?

MR. ROSSINI: Yes.

MR. LUCIA: One other point you just raised actually
this applies to points that a number of other speakers
raised. You mentioned possibility of extending Willow
as a provate road. And a number of people have
mentioned drainage and ponds and USGS surveys and a
number of other things. This board does not mean to
turn a deaf ear to any of those issues, they’re all
very good issues, very relevant issues to the
neighborhood and to the neighbors in particular who are
effected by it but this board is a ZBA, has a very,
very limited jurisdiction. It sits very much as a
court of appeals would and the only thing this board
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can consider tonight is Mr. Morin’s appllcatlon for a
varlance because he does not have sufficient street
frontage. All of those issues you raised with regard

" to wetlands with regard to dralnage, with regard to
alternative ways of accessing the property if Willow
- became an apprOVed road with regard to development of

the nelghborhood are all Planning Board issues. Your

‘concerns are very relevant but they need to be raised

before the Planning Board. That’s the appropriate
entity in this town which can consider those issues

- when the applicant comes in for site plan approval.

The way the town ordinances are now worded, the
applicant probably will not have a public hearing on

that site plan so I understand your frustration coming

here and telling us about it but we can’t act on the

'site plan issues.” What I’d suggestion you do is write

them all down, write a letter to the Planning Board,

‘'send a copy of the: letter to the Plannlng Board

englneer and when Mr. Morin comes in if he’s granted a

~variance by this board, that’s the appropriate time the
‘Plannlng Board will address those issues. So this

board doesn’t mean to turn a deaf ear to them but they
do not effect the merits of this particular application
unless they should show that it’s totally impossible

" and you really would need englneerlng proof to
" establish that. :

 MR. ROSSINI: You know as well as I do if a variance is

approved that Mr. Morin has no need to go before the

- Planning Board to obtaln bulldlng permlt for this

property

MR. LUCIA: Probably gotisite plan epproval.

' MR. ROSSINI: It doesn’t need site plan approval for a
" single family dwelling in a R4 zone and the fact of the

matter 'is that the Plannlng Board will not have any

- jurisdiction regarding this parcel unless one of two
“things happened. One, a subdivision were to occur and
two, the exten51on of Willow Avenue was to be done as a

town road, if 1t was done as anything other than a town
road. - So, the chances of review by the Planning Board
or the Plannlng Board's engineer are zero, okay and
that's, you know' that, that’s what the town codes
require. There S no other ‘point.-

MR. LUCIA" I stand corrected ‘Mr. Babcock just -

, corrected me.
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MR. ROSSINI: Bottom line is that the applicant does
have another choice, he doesn’t have to do,,it's not a
situation where he has no road frontage or he has

insufficient road frontage. He has frontage on a road

that’s planned to provide access for this property.

. However, he’s choosing not to build it. And I think

that’s really the issue here. Should the board decide

" on allowing a substandard access means or should the

board recognize the fact that the planned road is the
proper means of access for these lots. It’s the same
in any subdivision. You take Butterhill, you take the
Schoonmaker developments, all of the roads were mapped
out on a subdivision map but those builders never came
in and said well, I want to build private driveways
from the nearest public road instead of building roads
that were mapped out to provide access and it’s really
the same issue. ‘

MR. LUCIA: Well, it’s basically an economic issue if
you dispute Mr. Morin’s proof of significant economnic
injury in terms of what it would cost to provide access
over that paper street, versus the cost of having
access on his inadequate street frontage which he’s
seeking a variance on, you’re welcome to speak to that
issue. That’s the issue that this board has to
determine.

MR. ROSSINI: The board has to determine the impact by
law on the character of the neighborhood, okay that’s
one of the factors that you need to decide upon as the
board in determining the variance and that’s
specifically stated in the town code. That you have to
determine the effect on the character of the
neighborhood. Now, there’s nothing in that area that’s
built with a private driveway between two homes having
a house facing behind other houses where you have
access from another road. You don’t have that
situation anyplace there so that would change, that
would alter the character of the neighborhood not in
keeping with what’s existing.

TERRI EGGERS: Chestnut Avenue, he should talk to the
other neighbors.

MR. FENWICK: Is this basically a lot itself here, it’s

- called a drive, 25 foot lot. Do you know what the

history behind that is?

'MR. MORIN: That’s why it was left there} it was left
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there for that.

MR. LUCIA: Mr. Morin owns 13 of those originally
subdivided lots. The 12 that constitute the one parcel
in the back and the 13 that provides the actual
frontage. Miss Eggers, are you opposed to this
application?

MISS EGGERS: Yes.

~ MR. MORIN: He’s right to come in through Willow if I

could it’s much easier, it’s already there.

MR. FENWICK: What’s the requirements on a private
road?

MR. BABCOCK: We'’ve talked about the private road and
the problem is the ownership. As the board knows, if
it’s a private road, it has to be owned by the lot so
that there would be a maintenance agreement between
whoever is before him and after him. Problem with it
right now it’s not owned by them. That’s the first
problen.

MR. FENWICK: So this in effect cannot be a private
road unless it was bought from the town by the builder
and then what given back to the town at a later date if
it were to become dedicated?

MR. NUGENT: Private road never goes back.

'MR. TORLEY: Unless he brings it to town code.

MR. NUGENT: That ain’t a private road then.

MR. TANNER: He can’t use that for a private road
unless he purchases.

MR. BABCOCK: Right.

MR. ROSSINI: You had an experience in the Beaver Dam
area some years ago with a private road similar
situation and it was a situation that was created by a
developer on Mecca Drive and this goes back to the
’60’s when this situation was created a number of homes
were built on a private road. Well, in the ’70’s, the
owners on the road and periodically the owners on the
road wanted the town to take the road over.

Eventually, that was successfully done and the question
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- of ownershlp of the roadbed came up. That’s just conme
"up. And the town attorney at the time Mr. Crotty,

determined that because of the way the deeds were
worded and the way the subdivision was laid out, that
the owners of the road needed, the owners of the
property adjacent to the road needed to furnish the
town with a deed because they in effect owned to the
center of the road. Despite the fact that it was set
up exactly like this. So that has a bearing on what he
may or may not do. Additionally, the town established

precedence in the area on Linden Avenue or Linden Road

off of Maple Avenue which is several roads down. Same
subdivision, same subdivision as these lots are in and
allowed just that to happen, a private road to be

constructed on this same type of right-of-way. These
right-of-ways are 50 feet which meets the reguirements
for a public road, meets the current requirements for

. private road so you still have that option. It may

take a little bit of creativity to dot the i’s and

cross the t’s but you still have that option to you
again because it has been done and he can probably

establish that he owns to the center of the road.

MR. BABCOCK: We'’ve explored that, if the lot before
him is created and his three lots were created, that
would be four lots on a private road. We have a new
Town Ordinance that that’s all that can be done. What
would happen is that it would stop anybody on the
opposite side of Willow that owned property there from
ever building there again.

MR. ROSSINI: The lots on the opposite side face Maple
Avenue.

MR. BABCOCK: It doesn’t matter, there’s lots on
Sycamore Drive, on the other side of Sycamore Drive
there’s property.

MR. ROSSINI: The town owns that.

MR. BABCOCK: Not the entire parcel.

MR. BUSCEMI: \Sycampre comes down and behind his’
property. v ‘

MR. BABCOCK: Whatever, it’s not my argument.

MR. ROSSINI: The subdivision was created that came
down. ' - '
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MR.‘FENWICK: ‘We’re. g01ng to have get back on the

“thing, we’re gettlng off the case.

. MR. ROSSINI: I’d like to address the issue of the four

lots: There are no other lots that can be created off

. that road because at the intersection of Willow and’

Sycamore, when the Ramel Subdivision was created, Ramel

‘dedicated, donated acre of land right at that location’
‘to the town which was. adjacent to the park so the only
‘thing that’s left over there is the pumphouse for the

water company so there’s nothing else that can be
accessed off Willow 1f it was to be created as a
private road.

MR. MORIN: The other side is unbuildable.

'MR. ROSSINI:"'Their.back yards7actually face Willow.

" MR. TORLEY: And those lots are not 1arge enough that

they can be subd1v1ded’

‘ MR.'ROSSINI: If you look at steep grades, it‘’s a cliff

so again there’s an alternative ‘and it’s going to take
a little bit of research and a little bit of inginuity
but it can be done in a way that would benefit the
property owner here, the appllcant here .as well as not
change the character of the area and maintain the
original intent of providing access to that property
through Willow Avenue.

MR. LUCIA: Is it your position that that alternative
is economic?

MR. ROSSINI: That’s not something for me to decide

and estimate here, neither is it for you to estimate

you but it’s a viable alternative.

MR. LUCIA: That’s what this board has to hinge their
decision on. Mr. Morin has said he thinks it would add
$6,000 to the cost of this lot to go that way Do you
have a 1ower estlmate than that? ' ' ’

MR. ROSSINI: We do know that private roads cost

‘sustantlally less to construct than a public road.

MR. LUCIA: Do you have a»spe01f1c economlc“estlmate‘onf'
that? coe o L .
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MR. ROSSINI: No but if you like that, we can arrange
for one to be put together. ' ‘

MR. LUCIA: Did yod also say'that your father although
not approached, would have refused to sell adjacent
land? :

‘MR. ROSSINI: He’s sitting in the audience and he can

speak for himself but I don’t think he’s going to sell
off his' side 'land.

MRS. BUSCEMI: We have to consider the value of our
land with a driveway going through the middle of this.

MR. FENWICK: The driveway is not going to go away no
matter what happens. If they were going out here and
make the access out on the street and have Willow
Avenue. become that, they’re still entitled to the road
to come right back out the back there. It becomes part

~of that situation. It would have to. Be it has to be

contiguous with some lot since it’s a substandard lot

" in itself, it would have to be contiguous with some

lot. Either if Mr. Rossini lives on one side, he buys
it or somebody on the other side buys it, it’s going to
have to become contiguous with one of the other 1lots

which right now it is, it’s contiguous with Mr. Morin’s
lot.

MR. ROSSINI: It doesn’t go away but it probably won’t
get used as a driveway.

MR. FENWICK: Any other comments from the audience?

~ MR. LIADEN: Would the board be open to getting

second bid for a private road on Willow Avenue or an

"estimate? :

MR. FENWICK: Right now, we have a case presented in
front of us we have to act on. He has a 25 foot wide
right-of-way right now that’s all his street frontage
is right now. He’s required 60 foot, he’s here for a
35 foot variance, that’s all that’s before this board
at this time. ' o

MR. LIADEN: But again to maintain the integrity of the
area from Willow Avenue, would it behoove you to take a
look at what’s established for the neighborhood? I
don’t think that’s asking too much.. :
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"'MR. FENWICK: I don’t know what you'’re gettlng at, is
it cheaper for him to do a prlvate 'road as opposed to
‘be here" for this varlance7

. MR. LIADEN: nght,,absolutely;
- MR. ROSSINI: ‘We’re looking for a win-win situation,
.something to benefit the applicant, something that

- .benefits the neighborhood.

~MR;‘TORLEY: You’d rather have four houses facing the
private road off Willow or one house comlng off that

driveway off Hickory?
MR. LAIDEN: Correct.

MR. rANNER: We don’t know whether he can build a
private road on that property or not.

MR. BABCOCK: Larry was correct. The lots on the

. opposite side of Willow do border and have frontage on
the next road up which is Maple and they’re all built
on, there’s that sllght possibility that they can

subd1v1de."

MR. TANNER: It doesn't belong to him. He’s talking
about Linden Drive. i

MR. BABCOCKt No, Maple.

MR. TANNER: Where they use the roadway for a private
road or something.

MR. BABCOCK: Linden was a little bit different from
this but it does have the same--
MR. ROSSINI: Private road built on a right-of-way.

MR. TANNER: How do they get the permission to do
that? That’s what I want to know. How can, that’s the

'problem'here, they’re--

MR ROSSINI. Thetiright-offway.is not owned by the

MR BABCOCK: It’s not owned by that gentleman here,

‘that’s the problem.

MR. TANNER. -How can you bulld on somethlng that o
doesn’t belong to you’ ' o ,
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MR. ROSSINI: He has guaranteed access on that because
" of the o0ld subdivision. There’s some cloudy title to
‘that but the town doesn’t have title. The fact that it
'is on the subdivision map is an offer of dedication to
the town but the town never: took title to those
gparcers. :

MR. BABCOCK.‘ We can’t even really give it to him. We
don’t know who owns it.

MR.:ROSSINI: But‘agaln the town did set precedent by
allowing the same thing to happen. I’m sure you’re

- going to way all this in your -decision but I think one
thing has to be. pointed out, you asked me if I had an
estimate of what it would cost to build a private road,
I don’t believe the gentleman here produced a written
estimate as to what it would cost to build a public
road either and that’s just his speculation at this
point. So whether economic hardship exists or not, the
fact of the matter is you haven’t seen anything
~concrete in front of you as far as estimated cost is
‘concerned to even consider that as an economic
justification one way or the other.

MR. FENWICK: We have got to get going. We’ve got this:
case and that’s exactly what we’re looking at. I think
we’re hearing the same thing over and over again.
Please if as long as it’s something knew.

‘MARYANN BUSCEMI° 2688 Hickory Avenue, ‘New Windsor.
Just want to let you know I was the one that called DEC
and Mr. Morin. the night I received the letter, due to
the fact it said 35 foot variance, I knew the property
was only 25 and I was wondering I’m still wondering
where’s the other ten coming from?

MR. FENWICK: 60 is required, 25 foot is what he has,
35 foot is what he needs. - That’s the varlance.

‘MRS. BUSCEMI: Where is he g01ng to get it from° I
have a very narrow dr1veway° : :

MR. FENWICK., We’re allow1ng him to have this access to
his property that's 35 foot less than what the law
says. ‘ : _

MR. BABCOCK: That’s why he’s here.
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RICH SARNOWSKI: Box 296 Oak Drive. I’m downstream

- from this property. 1I’d like to enter my plctures into

your records showing the access ‘road that he is asklng

" for which is under water. These were taken tonight
just before I came here, that’s facing the property

from Willow, the Willow access, this.is the front of

.it. And this is there’s the drain pipe going through

there, the water drains down through my property and
across Oak Drive. I am opposed.

‘KR,_TORLEY: This is looking from what?.

"MR. SARNOWSKI' - From Willow. My other questions his .

property seems to go rlght across that Willow
extension, is that correct? I’m trying to figure out

" how you have two hundred and some feet when the road

goes right through the middle of it.

'MR. BABCOCK: This is the layout. This is not a

current survey. This is his property.  Thii is Willow,
the dirt road. - ’

MR. SARNOWSKI: So, it borders on Willow?
MR. BABCOCK: Yes.
MR. LUCIA: Now, these photographs are of Willow?

MR. SARNOWSKI: From Willow 1ook1ng at his 25 foot lot
which is under water.,

MR. LUCIA: I’m just trying to establish when you say
it’s under water, you’re not referring to the 25 feet
in front on Hickory, you’re referring to 25 feet that
fronts on Willow? :

'MR. SARNOWSKI: Yes.

MR. BABCOCK: 'Right in here.

MR. LUCIA: Could I just get you for the record to
indicate on that subd1v151on map. which lots if you can
1dent1fy them you took a photograph off, what lot
nunmber?

MR. SARNOWSKI: How do we. get 200 feet plus another
250 to_HickorY?_ There 1sn't that much space here

‘MR-rLUCIA=‘jTh¢r¢ appears tO‘b§ Onfthls sgbd1v1sxonfr .
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" MR. SARNOWSKI: This road goesvthrdugh there somehow.
 MR. BABCOCK: ‘Nb,‘it goea throdgh:heré.

TME. SARNOWSKI I still can’t ‘accept that there s 500

'feet from where I took the plctures to chkory, no way.

MR. . BABCOCK- ‘From chkory to the dlrt road that goes
to the pumphouse

MR.~ROSSINI. Dlrt road goes through the’ mlddle of the.
lot.

MR,'BABCOCK: It curves.

MR, ROSSINI: If you were to measure from Hickory to

Wlllow, you'd have in excess of 500 feet.

MR. SARNOWSKI: ~ Where the dirt road is now?

’MR;,ROSSINI: It’s not Willow where it comes in.

MR. SARNOWSKI§, How are they going to get to the

'pumphouse?

MR. ROSSINI: If you drew a straight line from the

pumphouse to the pavement, that’s where you would see
Willow. It shows it on his map.

MR. LUCIA? If I could ask you to look at this copy of
the map if you could tell us about where you are
standlng when you took the photographs’

MR. SARNOWSKI: I'm standing on a dirt road which is
on here. I’'m presuming that’s right in here..

MR. LUCIA: Just for the record since when you’re
indicating on the map, you’re saying the wet area would

be at the rear of the 25 foot flag on Hickory and

contlnulng onto lot number 9 on thls map and that’s the
area that's under water spanning that boundary llne°

MR. SARNOWSKI:~ ‘Yes, next to that.

MR. LUCIA: And you would have been standlng on lot 9.
taklng that photograph° : ,

MR. SARNOWSKI- . Yes.
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tMR;fLUCiA: Thank you.
. MS. BARNHART: Mr. Sarnowski, are these for the record?

MR. SARNOWSKI : No, you keepAthem because I don’t
thlnk he has plctures of that

MR. RALPH. ROSSINI'V I own the property adjacent to this
property on the other side. And I want to go on record
. as being opposed to this variance.

MR: LUCIA: 1If asked, you would have refused to sell
Mr. Morln any property’ :

" MR. RALPH ROSSINI: I wouldn’t consider 1t rlght now.
R don’t want to make any statement now.

MR.'FENWICK: Any other comments-from the members of
.the audience?

KATHLEEN ROSSINI: I live on Hickory Avenue and I
‘oppose it., I thlnk he should bulld off Willow Avenue.

DONNA LENDEN I live on chkory Avenue I want to go
on record that I oppose. '

APRIL GISE: I live on Hickory, 267B and I oppose it
also. :

JAMES LONIAR: I live at 266 Hickory Avenue. I’m
‘opposed also. ‘ :

YOLANDA ROSSINI: I live next to the lot that he 1s
propos1ng and I oppose it.

VICTOR WIEBER: I 11ve on Maple Avenue right on the
other side of the pumphouse. I’d like to know. if the
road would be comlng back that way’

MR. FENWICK: Road is cutting through along51de of Mr.
R0551n1 s property and Mrs. Busceml s,

MR. BABCOCK; Off Hickory.

MR. FENWICK: -Any more'comments‘from the members of the.
audience? At this time, I’ll close the public hearlng
and. open 1t back up to the members of the ‘board.
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MR. NUGENT: The only thing I’d like to say is that
we’ve heard the concerns of the public, they’re all
very valid points. My only problem with the whole
situation is I’'m looking at a variance for a 35 foot
street frontage, not whether he goes out on Hickory,
not whether he has water problems, not anything else
except for the fact that he has a request for 35 foot
road frontage. That’s it. We can’t vary anything

" else.

MR. FENWICK: Anything else?

MR. TANNER: My concern is that if we were to turn this
down and he is unable to get any access going down
Maple, he’s got a piece of property that’s useless.
He’s paying taxes on it, he can never build on it, he
can’t do anything with it. I haven’t heard anything to
lead me to believe that he has a ghost of a chance of
putting a road in going down Maple.

MR. BABCOCK: Down Willow.

MR. TANNER: He doesn’t, on the property we don’t know
who owns the property. Basically, as I understand it
and I can’t see how he’d have a chance of going in that
wvay.

MR. NUGENT: He owns the 25 feet.
MR. FENWICK: Yes.

MR. TORLEY: Well, I’m afraid I have considerable
distrust of flag lots as a poor method of planning.
Willow Avenue is shown on the road as to be a town
street. I’m sure if the gentleman wished to construct
a road down that, a means could be found to clarify the
title. We’ve all known how shaky the town’s claim to a
piece of land that was a proposed, is a proposed road
can be. :

MR. TANNER: I don’t dispute that he can build a town
road down that road but the cost fact as compared to
that makes the lot actually prohibitive to build on.

MR. TORLEY: 1If he builds a town lot he’d be entitled
to three houses on it.

MR. TANNER: But as a single lot cost is prohibitiveﬁ
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. MR. TORLEY: He purchased the property knowing the

conditions that existed. This is not as if all of a
sudden there’s an earthquake and the roads disappeared.
He purchased the land knowing what was the situation.

MR. TANNER: I understand and my other concern is that
"if nhe did build a town road down there and put three

houses, the impact on these people is going to be a lot
greater than one house on that property. You don’t
mind having three houses on that?

MR. TORLEY: As I was saying, I generally oppose flag
lots when there’s availability of a town road, if he
wishes to build it.

MR. NUGENT: Why should he be responsible to build a
town road?

MR. TORLEY: Any developer will build a road and

" dedicate it to the town.

MR. NUGENT: He’s not a developer, he’s building one
house. ‘

MR. FENWICK: Apparently, we’ve reached, we’ve
exhausted it so at this time I’11l ask for a motion to
grant the wvariance.

MR. NUGENT: I’ll make that motion. .

MR. TANNER: I’1ll second it. Public hearing is closed.

ROLL CALL:

MR. TORLEY NO
MR. TANNER AYE
MR. NUGENT AYE
MR. FENWICK AYE

MR. TORLEY: Because we’re short--
MR. FENWICK: Let the attorney handle that.

MR. LUCIA: This is a seven member Zoning Board of
Appeals which at the moment is in limbo with only five
acting members. As of July 1st, all zoning boards in
the town will be cut down to three or five members so
we’re kind of in an interim period at the moment but
since it’s still presently legally constituted as a
seven member board, you need four affirmative votes to .
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carry a request and you only got three, so your

application is denied.
MR. MORIN: So what do I do from here?

MR. LUCIA: You have a number of alternatives. You’ll
get a formal written decision out of this board, you’re

welcome if you chose to get an attorney, have an

Article 78 review of that in Supreme Court. You have a
couple other alternatives. You could wait until after

- July 1lst to come back with another application when the

board will then be a five member board and you would

‘'need only three votes to carry a motion. If you made

sustantially the same presentation and got sustantially
the same vote as you have tonight, you might get the
variance. If you wanted to act before July 1st,
there’s a provision in the town law that will cease to
exist on July 1st so you have to do it before then
asking for a rehearing on exactly the same application
you’d need a unanimous vote of this board to carry the
rehearing. Then come back and you need a unanimous
vote of the board to approve the variance or another
alternative is you could change the application in some
respect and come back for a new variance application.

MR. MORIN: Is is possible to come from Willow? Is
that--I was told it wasn’t, that’s why I requested it.

MR. LUCIA: Certainly the neighbors seem to--

MR. MORIN: It’s much better for me to come the other
way.

MR. LUCIA: 1If you can work out the issues of access
over it and I think that’s a matter you’re going to
have to discuss with your attorney, it seems like you
might.

MR. BABCOCK: The neighborhood might be a lot happier

than the application you presented tonight. But you do
have--

MR. MORIN: Will the toWn‘give me permission to use the
street? '

MR. LUCIA: Cannot speak to that issue. You have to
pursue that. K

MR. BABCOCK: Not unless you'bring it up to town road
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MR.1FENWICK:f'Who would be responsible for the road’

- right now if it’s not the town itself, not his, whose-
S is it? o . S ' o

MR. BABCOCK: Well, typically because it’s already, and
1t’s on a subd1v151on map like Larry said before, it’s
you - know, it’s the town road 1t’s a town paper. road.

'MRr“LUCIA;‘ It’s within the several lots that front on

it?

MR. BABCOCK:  Yes.

“ MR. LUCIA' It's probably similar to the one that you
‘mentioned the adjacent owners have, rlght although it
probably 15 a, publlc street unless they can show--

iMRf RQSSINI: If you go back 1nto the early deeds on

that subdivision the deeds that were written in the
’30’s, they indicate that the owner of record.

MR. MORIN: .I came in and checked on it, that’s why I
left the 25 foot. That’s why it was left there just in

case the street never got built, I had aceeSs to the--

MR. FENWICK: We’ve got to get going.
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CONSUI.‘I’ YOUR LAWYER BEFORE SIGNING THIS INSTRUMENT THIS INST RUMENT SHOUlD BE. USED BY’ I.AWYERS ONI.Y

! HIS NDENTURE made the ) 2nd day of Aprn.l J T mneteen hundred and el" htV"tWO

BET“EEN Vlncent J.,Doce, reeldlng at 15 Lew Road, Town of
Newburgh, Orange Countv, New York a,'°-‘ . S

-party of the flrstpart, and Anure Morin

re51a1ng at F43 Route 9-%, Mlddlehone, Town of Newburcb, Oranoe
‘Count _1, ‘New York . .

: v'}A)arty of the second part, B o
WI'TNESSETH, that the party of the first part, in consideration of Ten and no/xx ($10,00)

'lmﬁmnmmwofmeUMEdSmk& and other good?and‘valuab&e.consideration pﬁdi
'by the. party of the second part, does hereby grant and release unto the party of the second part, the heirs or

| successors and assigns of the party of the second part forever,

‘ ALL that certam plot, piece or parcel of la.nd with the buildings and 1mprovements thereon erected situate, -

hmgamihmgzmﬂw,Town of New Windsor, County of" Orange, and State of
New York,'and more particularly described as follows:

Being Lots #1 throuch #12 & #51 of Sectlon 17, as shown on a map ,
entitled "Beaver Dam~Lake - Section #1" filed in the Oranqe County
Clerk's Office on May 5, 1931 as. Map No. 1044.

Being a portion of premises conveyed te Vincent J. Doce bylyargaret
Donahue, by deed dated 10/27/70, recorded 11/20/70 in the Orange
County Cler?'s Office in Liber 1860 at Page 689 -




fPartyi of the fxrst part, and Tmure Ido:. 1n >

‘jre51a1ng at r43 Route 9-‘, Mlddlehone, Town of Newburah, Orange

',ﬁCounty, New York

B :'f'p‘arty of the second part,

'WIT NESSETH that the party of the ﬁrst part, in consxderauon of Ten and no/ XX ( lO . 0‘0)

. ‘ dollars,
ffﬁwmlm&myofmeuﬁm45mg$ and other good and valuable con51ceratlon pmd;
by the party of the second part, does’ hereby grant and release unto the party of the second part, the helrs or
“ successors and asygns of the par’ty of the second part forever,

“ALL that certain plot piece or parcel of ]and with the buildings and improvements thereon erected, sxtuate,

’Umgamlhmgxnﬂw Town of New W1ndsor, County of Orange, and State of
New York, and more partlcularly descrlbed as follows:

Being Lots #1. throuqh #12 & #51 of Sectlon 17 as shown on a map
|| entitled “"Beaver Dam=Lake - Section #1" filed in the Oranqe County
’Clerk's Office on May 5, 1931 as. Map No.,lOﬁ4

-.Belng a portlon of . premlses conveyed to Vlncent Je Doce by Narqaretv
‘Donahue, by deed dated 10/27/70 recorded 11/20/70 1n the Orange
‘County Clerk's Office in Liber 1860 at Page 689 r
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TOGETHER with all right, title and interest, )f any, of the party of the ﬁrst part in and to any streets and
roads abutting tthe above described premises to the center lines thereof,

TOGETHER with the appurtenances and all the estate and rights of the party of the first part in and to
said premises,

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the premises herein granted unto the party of the second part, the heirs or

successors and assigns of the party of the second part forever.

AND the party of the first part covenants that the party of the first part has not done or suffered anything

whereby. the said premises have been incumbered in any way whatever, except as aforesaid.

- AND the party of the first part, in compliance with Section 13 of the Lien Law, covenants that the party of

the ﬁrst part will receive the consideration for this conveyance and will hold the right to receive such consid-

AN dal

" eration as a trust fund to be applied first for the purpose of paying the cost of the improvement and will apply

.; the same first to the payment of the cost of the improvement before using any part of the total of the same for

. ,any. other purpose.

. The word “party” shall be construed as if it read “parties” whenever the sense of this indenture so requires.

M | Y

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, tbe party of the first part has duly executed this deed the day and year first above
wrxtten

In PRESENCE OF: ..



AND the party of the first part covenants that the party of the first part has not done or suffered anything
whereby. the said premises have been incumbered in any way whatever, except as aforesaid.
" AND the party of the first part, in compliance with Section 13 of the Lien Law, covenants that the party of
the first paft will receive the consideration for this conveyance and will hold the right to receive such consid-

" eration as a trust fund to be applied first for the purpose of paying the cost of the improvement and will apply

;- the same first to the payment of the cost of the improvement before using any part of the total of the same for

any_other purpose.

A ‘MTB;';ﬁdra;_“ﬁart&” shall be'cAdils'tn—ied'és if it read “parties” whenever the sense of this indenture so requires.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the party of the first part has duly executed this deed the day and year first above
written. ’

IN, _PRESENCE OF:

7

Vincent J,/ Doce




X ;._Pefsona"y came VJ.ncent J. Doce .

o ,: to me. known fo. be the ndlvxdual descnbed in end who‘

executed the . foregoing mstrumen’t, and’ acknowledged that
~ he’. executed the same. = - ‘ ,

VINL!:NT J. TANGhE
LV DI.
No.a;/ “uitic, Stata of New York

0. £2077158
d i Crange County
EHEN Mmh 30, 19 /

‘S'I’A'I'E OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF -,
~ On the , day of L 19
_ personally came - s
to me known,. who; bemg by me duly sworn, d1d depose and

- say that he re51des at No -
- that he is: the : .
of '

. the corporatmn descrxbedv

in and whlch executed the fofevomg instrument; that . he
knows the seal of said corporation; that the- seal aﬂixed

to said instrument is such- corporate. seal; that it was so’

affixed by. order of the board of dlrectors ‘of said’ corpora-
~ tion, and that he: signed h’

Bargain and Hale Deed

Witk COVENANT AGAINST GRANTOR's ACTs

TitLe No. A/ L — /27

VINCENT J. DOCE

. T0.
ANDRE MORIN

- siz"

o 'STATE OF NEW.YORK, COUNTY OF ',
19 82‘ before me’

. | personally came -

‘to me known to be the mdlvxdual

. osst

before me . ‘On the

name thereto by like order.‘

| S8%

19 L l_zéfere me

On the . day of

descnbed in and who
executed the foregomg mstrument, and acknowledged that -
- executed the same. - L o

sn'rs OF NEW YORK, coum or ‘, e

day of ; 19 before me
personally came ‘ :

‘the- subscnbmg witness to the foregoing. mstrument. with
-whom I am personally acquainted, who, being by me duly -

sworn, did. depose and say that he resxdes at No.

that heknows” S o SR

to be the mdmdual

' descnbed in" and who executed the foregoing instrument;
-that

he, said subscribing witness,- was present and saw
execute the same; and that  he, said witness, =
at the same tlme subscnbed h name as witness thereto,

' SECTION .
BLOCK
LOT, - ‘

COUNTY OR TOWN

RETURN BY MAIL TO

7§f g Zer
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L TANGRED), -
ie; Statn of New York

3 :"'"‘,?07‘:'?:{.'-‘"9?' York
&rGronge’ County ..
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. STATE OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF

.On'the  * - day of” 19
personally came - . . . .
.to-me. known, who, being by me duly sworn, did depose and
say that - he resides at No: o .

S ’
" that " he'is the

- of ‘ . o .

S N : , the corporation described
in and which executed the foregoing instrument; that he
knows the seal of said corporation; that the seal affixed
.to said 'instrument is such corporate seal; that ‘it was so

affixed by order of the board of directors of said corpora- -

tion, and that. he signed h~ name thereto by like order.

'

» before me.

that he knows

. day "of

'STATE OF NEW YORK; COUNTY OF
On the
personally came .
the subscribing witnes
whom I am personally acquainted, who, being by me duly
sworn, did depose and say that - he resides at No.

described in. and who executed the

that -

19

‘before me. . .

s to the foregoing instrument, with

to- be the individual

Kecu foregoing instrument;
he, said subscribing witness, was present and saw
execute the same; and that

. i : ‘he, said witness,
at the same. time subscribed h

name as witness thereto, -

© Bargain and Hale Beed SECTION N é\
" WitH COVENANT AGAINST GRANTOR's. ACTS BLOCK ‘ q) \
TirLe No. A4/ it — /;2/. - LOT ‘

u S COUNTY OR TOWN
VINCENT J. DOCE ‘ oW

TO .
ANDRE MORIN
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10.
11.
. SEPTIC PERMIT MUST BE SUBMITTED WITH ENGINEER'S DRAWING & PERC TEST.
13.
14.

A . 'IMPORTANT E
: REQUIRED INSPECTIONS OF CONSTRUCTION - YOU MUST CALL FOR THESE

OTHER INSPECTIONS WILL BE MADE IN MOST CASES BUT THOSE LISTED BELOW MUST BE MADE OR
CERTIFICATE OF OCCUPANCY MAY BE WITHHELD. DO NOT MISTAKE AN UNSCHEDULED INSPECTION
FOR ONE OF THOSE LISTED BELOW. UNLESS AN INSPECTION REPORT IS LEFT ON THE JOB INDICATING
APPROVAL OF ONE OF THESE INSPECTIONS, IT HAS NOT BEEN APPROVED, AND IT IS IMPROPER TO
CONTINUE BEYOND THAT POINT IN THE WORK. ANY DISAPPROVED WORK MUST BE REINSPECTED
AFI'ER CORRECTION

WHEN EXCAVATING IS COMPLETE AND FOOTING FORMS ARE IN PLACE (BEFORE POURING).
FOUNDATION INSPECTION. CHECK HERE FOR WATERPROOFING AND FOOTINGS DRAINS.

INSPECT GRAVEL BASE UNDER CONCRETE FLOORS, AND UNDERSLAB PLUMBING.

WHEN FRAMING 1S COMPLE'I'ED AND BEFORE IT IS COVERED FROM INSIDE, AND PLUMBING ROUGH-IN.
INSULATION.

'PLUMBING FINAL & FINALHAVE ON HAND ELECTRICAL INSPECTION DATA AND FINAL CERTIFIED PLOT PLAN.BUILDING

IS TO BE COMPLETED AT THIS TIME. WELL WATER TEST REQUIRED AND ENGINEERS CERTIFICATION LETTER FOR SEPTIC

- SYSTEM REQUIRED.

DRIVEWAY INSPEC’I'ION MUST MEE.T APPROVAL OF TOWN HIGHWAY INSPECI‘ OR A DRIVEWAY BOND MAY BE
REQUIRED. s

$20.00 CHARGE FOR ANY SITE THAT CALLS FOR THE INSPECTION TWICE.

PERMIT NUMBER MUST BE CALLED IN WITH EACH INSPECTION.

THERE WILL BE NO INSPECTIONS UNLESS YELLOW PERMIT CARD IS POSTED. '

SEWER PERMITS MUST BE OBTAINED ALONG WITH BUILDING PERMITS FOR NEW HOUSES.

ROAD OPENING PERMITS MUST OBTAINED FROM TOWN CLERKS OFFICE.

ALL BUILDING PERMITS WILL NEED A CERTIFICATION OF OCCUPANCY OR A CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE AND THERE
IS A FEE FOR THIS i

Name of Owner of Prefnises A op L )\A Q. >

Address é 4.2 1}?7_ ﬂ(‘l/ ﬂpu)éurz,h /L)/ Phone AW A '-775—4/
Name of Architect ' ‘ ‘

Address : ’ . Phone

Name of Contractor

Address ) Phone

State whether appliéant is owner, lessee, agent, architect, engineer or builder ‘
If applicant is a corporation, signature of duly authorized officer. : . . - oo

(Name and title of corporate officer)

On what street is property located? O the ) $ide Of ursurn /‘/ / ( xa,.c% neend
. : (N.S.E.or W.) '

and feet from the intersection of siagesoansnss ‘
* Zone or use district in which premises are sntuated . : L "/ : Is,prbpeny a ﬂoqdizqn'e?r Yes.........No...;,...

Tax Map description of property: Section.,.. ‘ v mmk ‘ ' ' Lot..... ‘

State existing use and occupancy of premxses and mtended use and occupancy of proposed construcuon. By

a. Existing use and occupancy.. ET——— 3 Intended use and occupancy........ 7 é- F [ia K] 4- }/

Nature of work (check which appllcable) New BI' 'ldmg '....,..,..'.' e . Altemtmn - Repau' TR

Removal,, < DemOlition.syue. sssosseanits ¢ B C
‘Size of lot: Front Rear, .. ... Depth “Front Yard Rear Yard....... vt Side Yard enseissssseonis”



file:///yhat

10.
11.
12.
13.
14,

N

&

2l
3.
4,
5.
-6.

Esurnated cost. < ; Fee F1

School Dlslnct.

‘ AN B

. CONTINUE BEYOND THAT. POINT IN { THE WORK: ANY DISAPPROVED wom{ 'MUST ﬁ"s REINSPE
AFTER CORRECTION

. ,WHEN EXCAVATI&G IS COMPLETE AND FOOTING FORMS ARE IN PLACE (BEFORE POURING).
¢ FOUNDATION INSPECTION, CHECK HERE FOR WATERPROOFING AND FOOTINGS DRAINS.
INSPECT GRAVEL BASE UNDER CONCRETE FLOORS, AND UNDERSLAB PLUMBING.

WHEN FRAMING IS COMPLETED, AND BEFORE IT IS COVERED FROM INSIDE, AND PLUMBING ROUGH-]N

. INSULATION.
'PLUMBING FINAL & FINAL.HAVE ON HAND ELECTRICAL INSPECTION DATA AND FINAL CERTIFIED PLOT PLAN.BUILDING

IS TO BE COMPLETED AT THIS TIME. WELL WATER TEST REQUIRED AND ENGINEERS CERTIFICATION LETTER FOR SEPTIC

~ SYSTEM REQUIRED.

DRIVEWAY INS PECI'ION MUST MEET APPROVAL OF TOWN HIGHWAY INSPECTOR. A DRIVEWAY BOND MAY BE
REQUIRED. ‘

$20.00 CHARGE FOR ANY SITE THAT CALLS FOR THE INSPECTION TWICE.

PERMIT NUMBER MUST BE CALLED IN WITH EACH INSPECTION.

THERE WILL BE NO INSPECTIONS UNLESS YELLOW PERMIT CARD IS POSTED. '

SEWER PERMITS MUST BE OBTAINED ALONG WITH BUILDING PERMITS FOR NEW HOUSES.

SEPTIC PERMIT MUST BE SUBMITTED WITH ENGINEER'S DRAWING & PERC TEST.

ROAD OPENING PERMITS MUST OBTAINED FROM TOWN CLERKS OFFICE.

ALL BUILDING PERMITS WILL NEED A CERTIFICAT’ION OF OCCUPANCY OR A CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE AND THERE
IS A FEE FOR THIS

Name of Owner of Premises /[‘) n jb‘ £. M ow 1

Address ... 4.7 ‘J?f 74/ ﬁ;’pu)l;u%b' /b;y Phone L~
Name of Architect o

Address ' g Pl;one

Name of Contractor . ‘ '

Address ‘ ' Phone

State whether applicant is owner, lessee, agent, architect, engineer or builder.

If applicant is a corporation, signature of duly authorized officer.

(Name and title of corporate officer)

. . * " p—

On what street is property located? On the >) side of. f?l L QLM i V4 &
. : ’ - (N.S.E.orW.) o /.

and.. ‘ feet from the intersection of.
Zone or use district in which premises are situated L “/ Is property a flood zone? Yes......... No........
Tax Map description of property: Section .Block Lot.
State existing use and occupancy of premises and intended use - and occupancy of proposed construction.,
a. Existing use and occupancy.... LT b. Intended use and occupancy..... 2.0 (AL LIV
Nature of work (check which applicable): New Building ”/ Addition Alteration Repair........ccceueee
Removal... .. Demolition Other. :
Size of lot: Front Rear Depth Front Yard......cccoceeeueens Rear Yard.......ccoeeeunanens Side Yard........ocvreeenne

Is this a corner lot?
Dimensions of entire new construction: Front...:2, 0 Rear... 2C... Depth....s24... Height ...<2.3... Number of stories...s...
If dwelling, number of dwelling units PrE. Number of dwelling units on each floor.
Number of bedrooms w3urerees BathSuuunrernenes. TOIIELS... oo

' Heating Plant: Gas Oil Electric/Hot'Air ............... reree HOU WS eurrererrircrssenns

If Garage, number of cars.
If business, commercial or mixed occupancy, specnfy nature and extent of each type of use

‘ . ‘(lo be paid on this application)
W ASH I RTEM Ll L L K
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE COUNTY, N. Y.
Examined.vovsenversveesssneessnenesseessesluriuens Office Of Buliding lnspector
ApPProved..ccoceecnconionaseacnanaesenessenalfeniii. Michael L. Babcock

Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue
o ~ New Windsor, New York 12550
PgmkNo_ meessesestansessssascascseseascncecsannasnae Telephom 565-8807

Refer — APPLICATION FOR BUILDING PERMIT

Planning Board....ocueaeereeecrencess Pursuant to New York State Building Code and Town Ordinances
HighWaye.cioteeroerssreoccsccacanvoes

Disapproved 8/C.cccececrsaresosrsesssssessnsscscasacas

SEWET cevivrenerecnsosssnssencsenccase
WALEL cv e vrnenraesennrsonsconnsansnne , Date..cceeveiinaninennsnaeasea 90,00,
Zoning Board of Appeals ccccveeiiaenes

INSTRUCTIONS

a. This application must be completely filled in By typewriter or in ink and submitted in duplicate to the Building Inspector.

b. Plot plan showing location of lot and buildings on premises, relationship to adjoining premises or public streets or areas,
and giving a detailed description of layout of property must be drawn on the diagram which is part of this application.

_ ¢ This application must be accompanied by two complete sets ot plans showmg proposcd construction and two complete
sets of specifications. Plans and specifications shall describe the nature of the work to be performed, the materials and equipment
to be used and installed and details of structural, mechanical and plumbing installations.

d. The work covered by this application may not be commenced before the issuance of a Building Permit.

¢. Upon approval of this application, the Building Inspector will issue a Building Permit to the applicant together with ap.
proved set of plans and specifications. Such permit and approved plans and specifications shall be kept on the premises, avnlable
for inspection throughout the progress of the work.

f. No building shall be occupied or used in whole or in part for any purpose whatever until a Certificate of Occupancy shall
have been granted by the Building Inspector.

APPLICATION IS HEREBY MADE to the Building Inspector for the issuance of a Building Permit pursuant to the New York
Building Construction Code Ordinances of the Town of New Windsor for the construction of buildings, additions or alterations,
or for removal or demolition or use of property, as herein described. The applicant agrees to comply with all applicable laws, or-
dinances, regulations and. certifies that he is the owner or agent of all that certain lot, piece or parcel of land and/or building de-
scribed in this application and if not the owner, that he has been duly and properly authorized to make this application and to

assume responsx iley fc c owner in connection with this npplxcanon

(Signature of Applicant) (Addreu of Appl

PLOT PLAN

NOTE: Locate all buildings and indicate all set-back dimensions.
Applicant must indicate the building line or lines clearly and distinctly on the drawings.

N
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Refer — APPLICATION FOR BUILDING PERMIT

Planning Board.......oeeeececienennen Pursuant to New York State Building Code and Town Ordinances
Highway..cooiviirereeerorcccearasanse

SEWer citiiiirirenianiaanesacsnononse
K BLET e eveenerenannsanassocnsssassann TP [
Zoning Board of Appeals ...c.ccvuians

*essnans

INSTRUCTIONS

a. This application must be completely filled in by typewriter or in ink and submitted in duplicate to the Building Inspector.

b. Plot plan showing location of lot and buildings on premises, relationship to adjoining premises or public streets or areas,
and giving a detailed description of layout of property must be drawn on the diagram which is part of this application.

c. This application must be accompanied by two complete sets ot plans showing proposed construction and two complete
sets of specifications. Plans and specifications shall describe the nature of the work to be performed, the materials and equipment
to be used and installed and details of structural, mechanical and plumbing installations.

d. The work covered by this application may not be commenced before the issuance of a Building Permic.

e. Upon approval of this application, the Building Inspector will issue a Building Permit to the applicant together with ap.
proved set of plans and specifications. Such permit and approved plans and specifications shall be kept on the premises, available
for inspection throughout the progress of the work.

f. No building shall be occupied or used in whole or in part for any purpose whatever until a Certificate of Occupancy shall
have been granted by the Building Inspector.

APPLICATION 1S HEREBY MADE to the Building Inspector for the issuance of a Building Permit pursuant to the New York
Building Construction Code Ordinances of the Town of New Windsor for the construction of buildings, additions or alterations,
or for removal or demolition or use of property, as herein described. The applicant agrees to comply with all applicable laws, or-
dinances, regulations and certifies that he is the owner or agent of all that certain lot, piece or parcel of land and/or building de-
scribed in this application and if not the owner, that he has been duly and properly authorized to make this application and to

assume responsipilty forthe owner in connection with this application.
llclt. St a6 4 F KT A Nesbergls. . [VY -

(Signature of Appllcant) (Address of Appl ant)

PLOT PLAN

NOTE: Locate all buildings and indicate all set-back dimensions.
Applicant must indicate the building line or lines clearly and distinctly on the drawings.

N
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| TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
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March 23, 1992 . 24 -

MR . FENNTCY ‘This is & vequest for 35 foot street
fuontage in order to meet bulk regulatlons for &
buil ddble lot located on chkoxy Drlve in Beaver Dam
Lake 1n an R 4 zZone. S : :

My Andrc Morin came before,the@aoard representing this
propoeal o C ‘

MR FENNICV A'fell us what your‘bropoeal is.

MR. MORIN: I purphd ed thlc lot i_uhlnk'ln'196) withea

‘25 foot right-of-way. and when I purchased 1t I was

- told that *here would be no. problem to bUlld house on

it.

eMR;_LuciA: whieh‘lot is yours?

*;MR. MORINJ' Thlevwae surveyed Tor thxee lots

MR. LUCIA: The OTlanal flled map on thls ‘Beaver Dam

Lake Section 1° apparently showed 300 foot wide lots -

with an 1nterndl 25 foot wide private road. It’s

~however all Jone tax lot, is that correct, it’s all tax

lot, T guese, €32-1-1.2 so you can ignore those three
lots thdt gwc showr on there. :

MR . FENNICK:‘qBQt it’s 300 foo; wld“’
VMR.‘SABCOCK:,_{es. |

Me.”éENulck{ By 250 foot deep?.
MR.:BéBCOCk: fes

MR . ‘FENNICKi Those <~treets were in ‘act Sycamore Drive

if they were built this would be & corner lot and not a

lot that needs access off another road°.f
MR BABCOCK nght

MR. LUCIA" The 25, feet on chkory is actually your
property that is not a rlght of way, le ‘that correct?

‘MR MORIN nght
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'MR. FENWICK: Big lot.

MR . NUGENT: Don’'t have enough street frontage?
MR. FENWICK: Right.
MR . BABCOCK: Has enough street frontage on paper but

the actuzl street is not there, Willow Lane does not
exist and Sycamore Drive does not exist.

"MR. FENWICK: Are those right-of-ways that have been as

per subdivisions specified as right-of-ways?

MR. BABCOCK: Yes. If this gentleman was to come in
and say he wanted to build three houses on there, we’d
like him to improve Willow Avenue far enough to do
that. If he wants te build anymore tharn one house
here, he’d have to improve that road.

MR. FENWICK: Your anticipation is to build one house?
MR. MORIN: Yes.

MR. NUGENT: He has to use that 25 foot as his
frontage? , ‘ . ‘

MR . BABCOCK: Jimmy, there’s approximately 300 feet of
voad that would have to be built before he reached the
corner of his property. So, vou’re talking
approximately 600 feet of road that he’'d have to build
at between €100 and £150 a Toot to be able to get =
building permit so it’s Jjust not there. "

MR. FENWICK: So, in cther wovds, in order for him to
get a C.0., what I’m looking &t is supposing I’'m
looking at & subdivision thet is over here down the
voad here they are starting to build houses, do they
have to have that road has to be up to spec before
those houses can bz lived in?

- MR. BABCOCK: Yes.

MR. FENWICK: So basically, if somebody like this came
in they didn’t have a road up to spec they would have
to get out ontc 32 some way or another by way of a
driveway or something like that?

MR. BABCOCK: Right and that is why they left this 25
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skinny lot, he can put that thing 15 feet from thet

March 23, 1992 S 26

foot strip there for that property?

M FENNI’K That actually is an access road now or
doez it hasve Lo be cleaned?

MR. MORIN: It would have to be cleaned.

MR. LUCIA: Thig is presently R-4 zone which would
allow only one one-family dwelling per lot since there
ig a possibility of this being subdivided, if the
applicant or somebody in the future expanded to upgrade
the paper streets, you might want to as part of your
application specify if the vaviance is granted it's

only for one one-family dwelling: house on one lot.. I

think that would cover the possibility of somebody
wanting to upgrade the streets. They’'d have to get
access elsewhere. -

FENWICK: Whet this is for, Mike, you would be
addressing rear vards and side vards, how would you
address that if these are not streets? How would you
address a side vard if I were looking at this, I could
say I know when one is the left and one is the rear but
is ‘that a side vard?

MR. BABCOCK: To be very honest with you where he wants
o place his house on the lot it’s not going toc make &
ifference. The largest requirement in R-4 zone is

‘set dnd he 11l meet it everywhere.

MR. FENWICK: That was just something I'm looking at
I¥ he wanted to look at this now with the things thas
vou’re talking about this is nothing more than a long

(') =@t

line and =ll of a sudden they build a street and he’
not 35 feet off.

MR. BABCOCK: Same thing I do on & private roadn when
you’vre building on a private road, the property llne is
in the middle of the road. I still use the eas ement
line 8s & setback only because 1f it was ever made a
town road.

MR. FENWICK: That’s something you’re thinking about?
MR. BABCOCK: Right.

MR . FENNICK: Aand this is not an eésément‘or anything

ISP UN—
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-else;, this ié~actually‘in"your‘ownership?'

MR. MORIN:. Yes.

'MR.’LUCIA:Y JuStdfdf the record} Lhat was referr;n: to
~the 25 foot strip going'out to ngkoxy Avenue .

MR. FENQICV “Well, that certalnly mu¢t be one of the

".blggeet low out ther

R. TANNER: We usually don’t‘seenénything this big.

MR. FENWICK: One or one-third of that is bigger than a

lot ‘of lots out there. If vou weve to take & look at

‘this, you can:.see the owners of the pwoperty are

sitting on maller lot= right in front.

MR . TéNNER: ‘Nhat‘iSJdndthé»otner‘side of<Uiilow?

dMR.,MORIN: There'isia'cliff there.
MR. TANNER: . It goes up?
MR MORIM:.‘Yes, there’s nothing.

- MR . TANNER " So, it’s really not buildable on this
91d°7' : ‘ , , ' '

'MR. BABCOCK: On the other side it goes down this way

dnd up this way.

'MR TANNER So it’s not bu1ldable s0 the chances of

someone comlng in and building on the other side of the

road isn’t a pos °1b111ty°

MR. MORIN: You have the park, tnerefs a park right
there, there’s no street here but the park is in there.

MR.}?ENMICKi I donft‘see'a‘problem‘here;

MR. NUGENT:. Me‘éithér.ﬂ We can’t haké‘a motion;

MR. FENMICK I don’t see a problem where we d have to
make the applicant come back. If you want to pureue‘

your public.hearing as far as thls Board that. sits
rlght now is. concerned you can. go ahead and do that

" MR. MORIN: okay. U
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MR FENNICK | Eefgfe you leave, 1’11 let the lawyer

tall to you

MR, LUCIA ‘ when you come. bdck,‘décumﬁhq t he Board sets
SYou -up fowla public hedrlng and vou come back, this is

an area variance so the ¢tdnddrd of proof the Board has
ic something called practical dlfflculty What "you

 have to show is you suffer significant economic injury -
o from the - appllcatlon of this frontage. requlrement to
o your land. . I would. investigate the pos sibility of

resolving thls without getting a variance, contact the

‘,nelghbor° on both sides of the 25 foot strip, see if

they’d: sell you in combination a 35 foot piece of land.
SO Yyou wouldn t have to apply. for this variance, just

' .come back to the Board: with whatever you can find out
" from the neighbors, after you contact them.

‘When you come back, I°'d like you to brihg‘é copy . of

your deed title policy or search if- you have one dnd_
some photographe of the 25 foot access strip and I
guess the wider portion of the lot in the dek that it

would be leadlnh to eventually.‘

MR;‘MORIN: ‘Okay.

MR. LUCIA: That should cover it.

MR. MORIN: Okay, thank you.

MRS . BARNHART: Fees?.

" MR. LUCIA: when you submit your appllcatlon, you have
to bring in two checks, one for $50 application fee to
‘the Town of New Windsor and alsc z second £250 check to

the Town of '‘New Windsor to cqver'tcwn consultant fees,
publication costs and other miscellaneous costs in
relation to the variance.

MR.. MORIN: Okay, thank you'

MR. FENWICK: This lot has both water and sewer’

MR. MORIN: I belleve so, 1t s on qukory, I thlnk
that. the clo»est7 SRR S

MR BABCOCY. .Y' 1t doesn t have 1t ltfcénlgetdit,"Jf'




.\ 'MR. BABCOCK: 'Yes. .

MR. LUCIA: Thank you. -
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PUBLIC NOTICE OF HEARING BEFORE L// 7/[ 'f?/ 1@4
| ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS i
TOWN or NEW WINDSOR ,

o

 PLEASE "TAKE NOTICE that the. Zoning ‘Board*o'f’ Appeals

" of the TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, New York will” hold a

VPublic Hearing pursuant to Section 48- 34A of the

‘Zoning Local Law on the following proposition

Appeal No 1
:Request of. . And,.e Mm...n‘ :
for a VARIANCE " of

the regulatlons of the Zom.ng Local Law to

"'permlt ra variance of 35 feet street frontage

PR

.‘1n order to meet bulk regulatlons for a bu11dab1e lot._

"‘being a: VARIANCE ’v o . of

. Section 48~ 12 ‘Table of use/bulk Regs. Col. H
~ for property s:t.tuated as follows-' :

Hickory Ave. .’ New Wlndsor, N. Y.,

Known and designated asgtax map;Sectt 63 - Blk. 1

-lot 1.2

. SAID HEARING w111 take place on: the 13th day of

.'Am.,-l"“'v , 1992 ‘ at the New Windsor Town Hall

£y

‘555 Union Avenue New Windsor N Y beg:.nnlng at

7: 30 o clock P M




" ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS : TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
' COUNTY OF ORANGE : STATE OF NEW YORK -

In. the Matter of Appllcatlon for Varlance of

%//r/ MQ/"M e

Appllcant. |
AFFIDAVIT OF.
L H : _ SERVICE
7 — o o “BY MAIL
__%_117____-_______.; ..... ,......l_-....__..________e___x’~ '
‘STATE OF NEW YORK) '
) SS.:

COUN‘I'Y OF ORANGE ) .
' PATRICIA A BARNHART, belng duly sworn, deposes and says-

~ That' I am not a party to the actlon, am over 18 years of age
‘and re51de at 7 Franklin Avenue, New Wlndsor N. Y. 12553.

; On -maﬂ(',uf\ Al, \QQL I compared the &Y. addressed
envelopes contalnlng'the attached Notice of Public Hearing with
the certified list prov1ded by the Assessor regarding the above
application for variance and I find that the addressees are L
identical to- the 1list ‘received. I then mailed the envelopes in a
U. s. Dep051tory within the Town of New Windsor.

”Patr1c1a A. Barnhart

Sworn to before me thlS

Al day ofMauciu o, 199,
/Zggdmmar\CXﬁ}mﬁ
- Notary Public = . pegopan GREEN

y Public, State of New York
‘Qualified in Orange County. ..

’ " H 4984065
Wmlss\on Exparea July 1 \__Q

(TA DOCDISK47-030586.20S)




TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

SSSIDHON[AVENUE . : t__'g“,a
NEW WINDSOR NEW YORK 12553 IR

S

‘March 30, 1992

Andre Morin
643 Route OW :
Newburgh, NY 12550

R

)

¢ Variance List 500 ft./ 63-1-1.2
‘Dear Mr. Morin: ..

Accérding to our r=cords, ths ﬁttHCh d Tizt of p‘op~rtv owners ar
within fﬁVE'hUﬁdPEdu(SOQ) ft. of the above referencsd proparty.

14

5 service is $75.00, minus your dezposit of $25.00.
nce of $50.00 to the Town Clierk's office.

LC /C:d
Attachemnt
cc? Pdt Barnha:t
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. Saxe, Bafﬁ? -

‘Mc Daniel Road ><
‘Shady, NY 12478
Duncanqon, Robert J.
370B Lakeside Dr. ?(
New Windsor, NY 1285
Town of New Windsor ‘><

555 Union Ave.
Naw,WindsOr,'NY‘ 12553

wWilliams, Robsrt I. & Fatricia A.
RD 4 Box 370 Lakeside Dr.
New Windsor, NY 12553 X

Fravola, Anthony & Mary

RD 4 .Qak Dr. ><
New Windsor, NY 1255?

vella, Charles G. & Frsderica
c/o Vinceant Docs

15 New Rd. X

Newburgh, NY 12550

B~av=r Dam Lake Water Corp.
c/o Helen C'Leary

Shore Dr. RO 4 Box 530B
New Windsor, NY 12553

Rinaldi, Mary q
RD 4 Box 484 Maple Ave.)(
New Windsor, NY 12553

Fayson, Dominic A. & Jacobssnh, Karsn
485 Maple Ave
New Windsor, NY 12553

Kieck, Frank & Lszon, Carmsn
Box 486 Maple Ave. RD 4 ><
New Windsor, NY 12553

Nuccio, Robsrt T. & Susanna S.
Rl 4 Maples Avea. Box 48D %
New Windsor, NY 12553 X

Pucci, John J. & Susan A.
RD 4 Box 482 Maple Ave.
New Windsor, NY 12553

Wieber, Georgs & V1C+0t1m>(
RD &4 Map1= Ave.
New Windsor, NY 12553

Losio, Joseph & Rudo1ph & hn & Gworqe
RD 4 Maple Ave. Box 476
New Windsor, NY 12553




'jCas~y, Baunurd T & Anna
- RD. & Maple Ave \<
'q,N=y wWindsor, NY 12583

LoFOnieng Keith & Jeannetts

"RD.4 Box 474 Maple Ave.,-

New Windsor, NY 12553 ‘7\

‘Davis, Ellen & Ciano, Julia A.

610 Ovington Ave.
Btook]yn, NY 11209 S<

”Kur1p]ach, Andrew R. & Elizabsth .

RD 4 Tak Dr.

New Windsor, NY 125583 A

 °arnow ki, Richard G. X
"RD 4 Box 296 Cak Dr.

New Windsor, NY 1255

Abouélézz;'Ahméd & Gracs y
RD 4 Dak Or. Box .295
New‘windsor,,Nv 12553

.LaUx, Fredsrick T. & Florsnce

RD 4 Willow Ave. ,
New.W1ndsor NY 12583 -

P1ccon=, Paul M. & Joanne
M=|p1~ Ave, RD 4 Box 495 . )Z
New Windsor, NY 2553

Kelly, Jamss G. & Maries A.
Oak Dr. : L ><‘
New Windsor, NY 12553

Law, Walter B, & Deborah C.
kd 4 Cak Dr. Box 299 X
Nzw Windsor, NY 12553

Tretola, Jossph & Debra
289 B OQak Dr. : %\
New wWindsor, NY 12553
vanderEsse¢n, Adeline '>< :
315 Shore Dr. ' ‘ :
New Windsor, NY 12553,

Moschitta, John & Concntta & M1cha=1 & Lor
"RD 4 Box 299 D Cak Dr. )(v : :

New Windsor, NY 12553

“Cardinal, Thomas K. & Andr~a"’

Rd 4 Oak Dr. Box 300"
New Windsor, NY 12553 .




fﬁBuso=m1. Anthonv & Mdly Ann
- RD -4 Hickony. " Ave .
'New w1nd=0|; NY: 12553

RD 4 Box 268 Hickory Ave.
New W1ndbor NY‘ 19595 

Leddan, Jt—ph~n M. & Donnu M«><

Ross1n1, LBW|pnce D. & Kathlesn A.

~ RD 4 kukOty Ave. . - ><
N~w W1nd=or. NY 12533 '

Po-s1n1, Ralph & Yol= ndu ;
Box - 268D RD .4 H1ckory Av~><
N~w W1ndb01, NY 12

bh1111n:, C. Matthq & E11 zn F.
37 Hibiscus Dr. ,
Ormond Beach, FL 32176 : ._X

‘Cutt1ca, Rona]d"G} &nRamona‘L‘

291 Cak Dr. ... ‘ o ‘

New windéor Nv 12553 )(~
A

Ferris, W1111am & Malqa et .
RD & wWillow Ave. oo
New Windsor, NY 12553, ><,‘

Sbarazzini;fei]bert o
Box 294 RD 4 Willow Ave. }\
New Windsor, NY 12553

Hedenkamp, Richard F. & Ruth a.
RD 4 228 Chestnut Ave.
New Windsor, NY 12552 ><

Doyle, Edward G. & Mary J.
RD 4 Hickory Ave. ,‘)(<
New Windsor, NY 12552

Eggers,; Jim W. & Theresa E..
231 Chestnut Ave. . ‘ )/
New WinquI, NY 12553

‘Corbett, Gerald R. & Mary Louise

RD 4 Box 227 Chestnut Ave.
New Windsor, NY . 12553

Desimone, Frank M. & Marg re
RD 4 Chestnut Ave. o
New Windsory NY 12553

=
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=
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" Gise, Keith & Sand

‘Goralione, Richard & Gail

B Makof'ke, PuvaDd C. & Nancy A
. RD .4 H1ckory Ave. Eox 2686 N
““,Nww W1ndqor, NY 12553 /\

Albdrwno, John & Maur gen T,

'Box 268C RD & Hickory Ave. X
'N~w Windsor, NY = 12553

Lon1 dey James A.. & Luannz Paton
RC & Hickory Ave., ‘ : )(

. New W1nd:or, NVY. 12553

Loughlin, Leroy A. & Gensvieve M.
110 Main Zt. FO Box 246

Hackesnsack, NJ 07602 : ;Xf

" Carbons, Pasqua1e & Frances YL
" Box 231 RD &4 Chestnut Avse.

New Windsor, NY 12553

Schmitt, Carols. - X

RD 4 Chestnut Dr.
New:windsor,<NY 12553

&
Box 28678 Hickory Avse
New W1ndao|, NY 125

RD & Box 225
New Windsor, NY 1255°

Kemalzr, Adam Georgs &
RD & Chestnut A\/e‘.
New Windsor, NY 12553

ne
Natt, Bruce A. & Bonnis «v(
RD 4 227B Chestnut Av@,

New ¥Windsor, NY 1255

wald, Carl F. & Mdr1ann~
265 Hickory Ave
Nzw Windsor, NY '1255

Bothwell, James & K}.=n“en‘7\J
RD 2 Box 285 Mt. Airy Rdl
New Windsor, NY 12553

Newcomb, Jbann‘& Cecelia Macaluso'
Box 269 Rd 4 Hickory Ave. :
New Windsor, NY 12553




‘TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE

Date: ?Zﬂ‘ [gzr
- I. Applicant Information:

(a).-ANDRE MORIN 643 RT. 9-W NEWBURGH , N.Y. 565-7754 X
(Name, address and phone of Applicant) (Owner)

(b)

(Name, address and phone of purchaser or lessee)
(c) -
(Name, address and phone of ettorney)

(@)

(Name, address and phone of contractor/engineer/architect)

'II. Application type:

( ) Use Variance ( ) Sign Variance

(_¥%) Area Variance , | (___) Interpretation

III.V PropertX Information:

(a) Stch., - or| . L. 63=-1-1.2 1,99A

(zone) (Address) 6 v ‘ (S B L) (Lot size)

(b) What other zones lie within 500 ft.?

(c) Is a pending sale or lease subject to ZBA approval of this
application?

(d) When was property purchased by present owner? 1982

(e) Has property been subdivided previously? .

(f) Has property been subject of variance previously? _ o .
If so, when? -

(g) Has an Order to Remedy Vlolatlon been issued against the
property by the Building/Zoning Inspector? _ 4

(h) Is there any outside storage at the property now or is any
proposed? Describe in detail:

IV. Use Variance. N2 :
(a) Use Variance requested from New Windsor Zonlng Local Law,
Section -, Table of . __ Regs., Col.
to allow: - A o » :
(Describe proposal)




. (b) The legal standard for a "use" variance is unnecessarz
'hardshlg Describe why you feel unnecessary hardship will result
unless the use variance is granted. Also set forth any efforts you
- have made to allevxate the hardship other than thls appllcatlon._

V/Area varlance. A ' ‘ A
(a) Area variance requested from New Windsor Zonlng Local Law,

Section 4¢-/2. , Table of {ggé&(j,( o " Regs., Col.
o o . -Proposed or ~ Variance
Requirements - ~Available o . Request

Min. Lot Area
Min. Lot Width
. Regd. Front Yd.
Regd. Side Yd.
Regd. Rear Yd.
VRegd. Street : ~ ‘ :
Frontage* , G0 ‘ 9.6 ! R Z5
Max. Bldg. Hgt. i i : E
Min. Floor Area¥*

- Dev. Coverage¥*
Floor Area Ratio*¥*
Parking Area

oe
o°
o

- * Residential Districts only
** No-residential districts only

v(b) The legal standard for an "area" variance is practical
difficulty. Describe why you feel practical difficulty will result
unless the area variance is granted. Also set forth any efforts you
may have made tp alleviate the diffiquity other than thls appllcatlon

HQUL Tf‘:c 7-0 )”&.rc—éré -

Uglle 72 Do, Lo L 2o rm:;#a;.gz vl? 'Ef:rzdhae o
hhgs I(& & J)au/dj /)/J [_07"5};4:.0 ) /e X :/46/-0 -

VI. Sign Variance:n|i
(a) Variance requested from New Windsor Zoning Local Law,

Section ; Table of _ Regs., Col. : .

' | Proposed or Variance
- Requirements Avallable - .. Request

Sign 1

Sign 2

Sign ‘3

Sign 4 .

Sign 5

_(Db) VDescrlbe in detall the sign(s) for which ‘you seek ar R
variance, and set forth your reasons for requ1r1ng extra or over size -




signs. ( /‘v'//‘;l

v , | ) ,
(c) /What is total area in square feet of all signs on premises
including signs on windows, face of building, and free-standing signs?

VII. Interpretation. ﬂyh
(a) Interpretation requested of New Windsor Zoning Local Law,
Section , Table of Regs.,
Col.
(b) Descrlbe in detall the proposal before the Board:

v/ VIII. Additional comments:

(a) Describe any conditions or safeguards you offer to ensure
that the quality of the zone and neighboring zones is maintained or
upgraded and that the intent and spirit of the New Windsor Zoning is
fostered. (Trees, landscaping, curbs, lighting, paving, fencing,
screening, sign limitations, utilities, drainage.)

Sl.n‘j/.c Fw}éx‘ MHow e

IX. Attachments required:

¢~ Copy of referral from Bldg./Zoning Insp. or Planning Bd.

Copy of tax map showing adjacent properties. '

Copy of contract of sale, lease or franchise agreement.
Copy of deed and title policy.
Copy(ies) of site plan or survey showing the size and
location of the lot, the location of all buildings,
facilities, utilities, access drives, parking areas,
trees, landscaping, fencing, screening, signs, curbs,
‘paving and streets within 200 ft. of the lot in question.
Copy(ies) of sign(s) with dimensions and location.
Check in the amount of $__ -bv.e? payable to TOWN OF NEW
WINDSOR. R50.02.
Photographs of existing premises whlch show all present

41

!\F

X. Affidavit.

bate: 5/57/7‘02 .



‘;E,OF NEWJYORK) A
b ). ss.. ‘ y
;Q,COUNTY OF ORANGE ) R

) The underSLQned appllcant being duly sworn, deposes and states ,
]%that the’ 1nformatlon, statements .and representatlors contained in- this.
wappllcatlon are true and accurate to’ the best . of his/her knowledge or
T to ‘the best of" hls/or 1nformatlon and bellef ‘The appllcant further
‘zunderstands -and agrees that the. ZOnlng Board of". Appeals” may take. .

. -action to:rescind any varlance granted if the condltlons or - 51tuatlon ‘
~'presented hereln are materlally changed. Co

(Appllcant) ,
I.Sworn to before me this.

g ay of 7/7{' ﬂ dﬁ;
P Nomy Public, State of New York

No. 01BA4904434

XI. ZBA Actlon.7,l T ,3,-“‘< __Qualified in Orange Count '
e R : - ‘mmmlmm ExplresAggustmvwﬁ?

PATRICIA A, BARNHART

:1 ) Publlc Hearlng date.

(b) Varlance-I Granted( ) " Denied ().

(c) . Restrlctlons or cond1t10ns~‘

NOTE: A FORMAL DECISION WILL FOLLOW UPON RECEIPT OF" THE PUBLICV

HEARING ‘MINUTES WHICH WILL BE: ADOPTED BY - RESOLUTION OF ZONING BOARD OF
APPEALS AT A LATER DATE.. -

(ZBA DISK#7-080991.AP)




